07615100} NOTICES. OF JUDGMENT  ~ - @7 ‘s

getable substances. Adulferation.was alleged.-with. respect ;to- the remamder
‘the grapefruit for thé reason that’a substance, an 1ned1ble product had been
bstituted in part for the article, ‘ ;
n, March 30, 1927, no clamrant having appeared for the property, Judgments ;
f ondemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was oxdered by the court !
t. the products be destroyed by the Umted States marshal

TW. M. JABDINE Secretary of Agrwulture

86. Adnltexation and misbranding of Grape Zest ‘U, S. v. 4 Dozen Boit-
tles and 25 Dozen Bottles of Grape Zest.. Default decree entered. |
Product adjudged adualterated and misbranded and ordered de- |
stroyed. (F. & D. No. 21612, I. 8,:No. 10989-x. 8. No. W-2087.) | ;

On or about January 29, 1927, the United States attorney for the Southern
‘%Blstrict of ‘California, actmO‘ upon a.report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed

: the Distriet Court of the United States for said district, a libel praying

deizure and condemnation of 4 dozen large bottles and 25 dozen small bottles of ;

Grape Zest, remaining in the original unbroken packages - at Los Angeles, Calif,,

leging that ‘the article had been shipped by the Fairbanks Products Co., Salt

iLake City, Utah, in part July 20, 1926, and in part November 20, 1926, and

{ransported from the State of Utah into the State-of California, and charging

ulteration and misbranding in violation of the foed and drugs act. The |

cle was labeled in part: “ Fairbanks Compound Grape-Zest for Beverage and |

ood Fairbanks Products Company Salt Lake City Utah.” .

- Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that-a sub-
‘stance, to wit, an imitation grape beverage powder, had been. substftuted wholly
or in part for the said article, and in that it was colored in a manner whereby _,

finferiority was concealed.

«+ Misbranding was alleged for the reasons that the statement “ Compound Grape- :

Zest,” borne on the label, was false and misléading and. deceived and misled the

purchaser and that it was an imitation of and offered for sale under the name ‘:

g of another article.

<+ On Mareh 10, 1927, no clalmant having appeared for the property, a decree ;

as entered, ﬁndmg the product adulterated and misbranded, and ordering that
it be destroyed by the United States marshal.

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agrwulture

25087, Misbranding of butter. U. S. v. 40 Boxes and 44 Boxes of Creamery
) Butter Consent decrees of - condemnatlon and forfeiture. Prod- :
ct released under bond. (F D. Nos. 21801, 21802. I. 8. Nos. '
10914—x 10916-x. * S, Nos: W-2118, W-»2119) :
- On or about March 17, 1927, the United States attorney for the Southern .
District of California, actmg upon reports by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed !
in the District Couxt of the United - States for said district libels praying
geizure and condemnation of. 84 boxes of butter, remaining in the original un-
broken packages at Los Angeles, Calif,, allevmg that the article had been
shipped by the Western Creamery Oo Salt Lake City, Utah, on. or about March
11, 1927, and transported from the State of Utah into the State of California, :
nd chargmg misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended, |
B The article was labeled in part: (box) *“From Western Creamery Company
b Salt Lake City Utah,” (carton) “ Sunset Gold Brand Creamery Butter Pas- !
teurized. Quarters 1 Lb. Net.”

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libels for the reason that the |
atement “1 Lb, Net,” borne on the label,  was false and misleading and de-
deived and-misled the purchaser, and for the further reason that the article -
was food in package form and the quantity of the contents was not plainly .
‘gnd conspicuously marked on the outgide of the paclxage, as the quantity stated
swas not. correct.

'-On March 18, 1927, the Piggly. Wiggly ‘Western States. Co.. Los Angeles,
SCahf claimant, havmg admitted the allegations of the libel§ and having cop- .
ented to the entry of decrees, judgments. of condemnation and forfelture ﬁ
were entered and it was ordered by the court that the product be relegsed to
i "{:he said c1a1mant upon payment of the costs of the- proceedings and the execu-
‘tion of bonds totaling $1,600, conditioned in part that it be 1e1abe1ed and'
econditioned in a manner satlsfactory to this department.

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agmculture



